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Mr. PASCRELL and Mr. BERMAN
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to
‘‘nay.’’

So the bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, due to official
business in the 15th Congressional District of
Michigan, I was unable to record my votes for
rollcall nos. 559, 560, 561, and 562 consid-
ered today. Had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 559, an amend-
ment offered by Mr. MARK UDALL to H.R.
2389, the County Schools Funding Revitaliza-
tion Act, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 560, final pas-
sage of H.R. 2389, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 561,
H.Res. 353, providing for consideration of mo-
tions to suspend the rules, and ‘‘no’’ on rollcall
No. 562, H.R. 3194, District of Columbia Ap-
propriations Act for FY 2000.

f

SUNDRY MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were
communicated to the House by Mr.
Sherman Williams, one of his secre-
taries.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 872

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
my name be removed as a cosponsor of
H.R. 872. My name was added by mis-
take instead of that of my colleague,
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
HASTINGS).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Wash-
ington?

There was no objection.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1300

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to remove my
name as a cosponsor of H.R. 1300.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING
BILLS TO BE CONSIDERED
UNDER SUSPENSION OF THE
RULES ON TOMORROW

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 353, I rise to an-
nounce the following suspensions to be
considered tomorrow:

H. Con. Res. 214; and
H.R. 1693.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2891

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to with-
draw my name as a cosponsor of H.R.
2891.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

f

AGREEMENT FOR COOPERATION
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES
AND AUSTRALIA CONCERNING
TECHNOLOGY FOR SEPARATION
OF ISOTOPES OF URANIUM BY
LASER EXCITATION—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations:

To the Congress of the United States:
I am pleased to transmit to the Con-

gress, pursuant to sections 123 b. and
123 d. of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (42 U.S.C. 2153(b), (d)), the
text of a proposed Agreement for Co-
operation Between the United States of
America and Australia Concerning
Technology for the Separation of Iso-
topes of Uranium by Laser Excitation,

with accompanying annexes and agreed
minute. I am also pleased to transmit
my written approval, authorization,
and determination concerning the
Agreement, and an unclassified Nu-
clear Proliferation Assessment State-
ment (NPAS) concerning the Agree-
ment. (In accordance with section 123
of the Act, as amended by title XII of
the Foreign Affairs Reform and Re-
structuring Act of 1998 (Public Law 105–
277), a classified annex to the NPAS,
prepared by the Secretary of State in
consultation with the Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence, summarizing relevant
classified information, will be sub-
mitted to the Congress separately.)
The joint memorandum submitted to
me by the Secretary of State and the
Secretary of Energy, which includes a
summary of the provisions of the
Agreement and the views of the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, is also
enclosed.

A U.S. company and an Australian
company have entered into a contract
jointly to develop and evaluate the
commercial potential of a particular
uranium enrichment process (known as
the ‘‘SILEX’’ process) invented by the
Australian company. If the commercial
viability of the process is dem-
onstrated, the U.S. company may
adopt it to enrich uranium for sale to
U.S. and foreign utilities for use as re-
actor fuel.

Research on and development of the
new enrichment process may require
transfer from the United States to Aus-
tralia of technology controlled by the
United States as sensitive nuclear
technology or Restricted Data. Aus-
tralia exercises similar controls on the
transfer of such technology outside
Australia. There is currently in force
an Agreement Between the United
States of America and Australia Con-
cerning Peaceful Uses of Nuclear En-
ergy, signed at Canberra July 5, 1979
(the ‘‘1979 Agreement’’). However, the
1979 Agreement does not permit trans-
fers of sensitive nuclear technology
and Restricted Data between the par-
ties unless specifically provided for by
an amendment or by a separate agree-
ment.

Accordingly, the United States and
Australia have negotiated, as a com-
plement to the 1979 Agreement, a spe-
cialized agreement for peaceful nuclear
cooperation to provide the necessary
legal basis for transfers of the relevant
technology between the two countries
for peaceful purposes.

The proposed Agreement provides for
cooperation between the parties and
authorized persons within their respec-
tive jurisdictions in research on and
development of the SILEX process (the
particular process for the separation of
isotopes of uranium by laser exci-
tation). The Agreement permits the
transfer for peaceful purposes from
Australia to the United States and
from the United States to Australia,
subject to the nonproliferation condi-
tions and controls set forth in the
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